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{HE Matters in Diſpute betwixt Us and our 
Diſſenting Brethren, may generally feem to the 
unconcern'd ſtander by, of ſo ſlight and Incon- 
ſiderable Moment, that he muſt needs wonder 

how 1n the World the Controverſie ſhould come to have 

ariſen to that Deplorable height, which in-this laſt Age 

it hath done. And although the Caſe which will fall 

under our preſent Debate, ſeems to have admitted of the 

moſt ſpecious ſcruples and given the beſt ſcope of rea- 

ſoning, of any other thing that hath fallen under ques» 

ſtion amongſt us ſince the Reformation ; yet even here 

alſo, the Immeaſurable Byaſs of Prejudice, and Fervency 7s 

of Oppoſition, hath too apparently manag'd the Argu- ****"** 

ment. So that the Pleas againſt it have not ſeem'd io 

= weighty 
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2 The Caſe of the Croſs in Baptiſm, &c. 
weighty as they have been numerous, aSif the Objefors 


L. 5.C-20- had an Fye to that diretion in Quintilian, they would 


rr pam be ſure 70 amaſs all the weaker Arguments, which though 
gregande fund, weak” in themſelves, yet by ſtanding together may lend a 
nano 2, murus {utnad aſſiſtance to one another ; like Articles of Impeach- 
a«xilo ſui; ment, none of which ſingly would perhaps affect the ac- 
WOWUT. cus d Perſon, but all rogether may amount to accumula- 
tive Treaſon. | | 
My buſineſs therefore in handling this Cs/e, ſhall not 
be to follow every nice Scruple, or trivial Objection ( as 


where the Croſs in Baptiſm hath been charg'd with the 


breach of every particular Precept-in the Decalogue-) 


not to concern my ſelf in any thing, which either by 
long InduQtion of conſequences hath been far fetcht, or 
with great difficulty drawn in,to make a ſhow of Argu- 
ment, but, as briefly and plainly as may be to ſum up 
all that hath ever ſeem'd of any Moment in this matter, 
and that under this twofold Head.  -, _ 

1. That the Sign of the Croſs hath been ſo notoriouſly 
abus'd to the worſt purpoſes of Superſtition and Idola- 
try in the Church of Rome ; that the retaining of it (till 
amongſt us, makes us partakers of the Superſtitions and 
Idolatry of that C hurch. fa | | 

IT. That it ſeem's the- introducing of a New Sacrament, 
which having not the warranty of our Lord and Maſter 
Chriſt Jeſus, muſt needs: be a very Offenſive invaſion 
of his Rights, whoſe Royal Prerogative alone it -1s to 
inſtitute what Sacraments he pleaſeth in his Church. | - 

Under theſe two Heads I think may be fairly compre- 
hended all thoſe Objeftions our Brethren have offer'd a- 
gainſt the Sign of the Croſs in Bapriſm, at leaſt all thoſe 

- that are any thing Material. Inſomuch that if the dif- 
ficulty of theſe could be remov'd, we might fairly hope, 
none of the Sober and Conſcientious Diſlenters, = : 

wo 
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would think: themſelves oblig'd to ſubmit-to the.uſe of 
it, rather than maintain the. Separation.upon. this at- 
«COUNF. yoner Art | 
_ And this ſhall be endeavourd with all:the Candor and 
Clearneſs -that becomes the deſign of this, and the reſt. 
of thoſe Diſcourſes that have been Publiſht of this kind, 
viz..to Convince and not Reproach. or Provoke any : tg 
Effet ( if poſlible,) the, happy agreement, and-conſe> 
quently enlarge and firengthen the intereſts of; goo! 
Men. And for this purpoſe I have thought fit not to 
quote the writings of particular Perſons, but rather. to 
repreſent the Qbjetion,: as what is in general avow'd 
and agreed upon by the whole Party... of 
And although it is- not likely. that any thing ſhould be 
here offerd, that hath not been already with great 
Learning and Integrity made yſe of, by the many aſler- 
tors of our Church ; yet perhaps, the bringing this under 
. one, view; without- the Warmth or Salt + of. an. Adver- 
fary may not prove altogether Vain and Ineffetual. 
+ I. I begin therefore, with the firſt Objeftion, viz. That 
the Signof the Croſs hath been ſo notoriouſly abas'd to the 
;worſt purpoſes of Superſtition and 1dolatry in'the Church of 
Rome, that the. retgining of it ſtill, amongſt us, , makes 
us Partakers of ther Superſtitions ;and Idotatry of that 
Church. | E777 ene 4+ 20 . 
 Imuſtreadily- acknowledg that the Material Figure of 
.the Croſs hath been indeed abusd to very do/atreus pur- 
poſes in the Church of Rome, andeven' the aereal Sign of 
1t to- Purpoſes ſuperſtitious and ridiculous :enough, and 
if what we do in uſing this Sign in Baptiſm, were real- 
ly chargeable with Popery, it would be a ſufficient reaſon 
to. detelt and Reject 1t..'The,ObjeQion : therefore at tlie 
firſt view looks plauſibly enough, when it thus: chargeth 
this Ceremony of the Croſs + Fagnin it ſelf being hard- 
| 3 Ss [ 
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ly more Odious, nor in 'Truth ( for ſome very good 
Reaſons amonglt wiſe Men, ) more Ridiculous and Into- 
lerable. - There is ſcarce any part of Popery, properly 
ſo called, but is fo plain a'dpravation of Chriſtianity it 
ſeit, ſuch a contradiction to the Rules, ſuch a defeat. to 
the great purpoſes and ends of our Holy Religion, that it 


'dejerves well enough the good Mans Juſteſt abhorrency, 


which he may reaſonably expreſs, when he finds hunſelf 
in any real danger of the Snare. But then, we muſt 
conſider, how eaſfie and natural a thing it is for Per- 
ſons ( that otherwiſe mean- honeſtly euough ) to hu- 
-mour « Juſt and Reaſonable Offence againſt Popery, into 
groundleſs Suſpicions upon things which have no ſuch 
'Tendency at all inthem : And npon theſe firſt Sufpicions 
not only to ſtartle, and grow alittle ſhy-and nice, but to 
determine themſelves in reſolv'd & unmoveable Prejudices, 
that have had Effects ill enough. For upon this, deſigning 
Men have made their advantage upon every trifling occa- 
ſion, giving out the word,and laying the charge of Popery, 
upon what it hath been their humour or intereſt to deſire 


a change in. And this probably we ſhall find to have - 


happen'd in this Caſe in hand. The accuſation hath been 
drawn- againſt it that it is very Popzſþ,and the Prejudices 


which this Accufation hath begot in fome honeſt Minds, 


are ſo ſtrong that they ſeem invincible. How unreaſon- 
ably therefore this charge is laid againſt our uſe of the 


Sign of the Croſs in Baptiſm may appear when we- have 


- conſidered theſe three things. 
. That the uſe/ of this Sign was much more ancient, 


than the firſt Corruption and Depravation of the Church 


of Rome. : . 
-*--IE. That the uſe of it, as it is ordain'd and appointed 


-1n our Charch,hath-not the leaſt affinity with the uſe of it, 
asit is in the Romiſh Rituals. 
| ; I{l. Laſt, 
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III. Laſt. Although it cannot be deny'd but the Church 
of Rome hath greatly abusd this Ceremony to very ull 
purpoſes of Superſtition, yet doth not this make it un- 
lawful to continue the Reform'd uſe of it ſtill amongſt 
us that have profeſſedly ſeparated from the Corruptions 
of that Church. 
I. Conſider we that the uſe of this Sign of the Croſs 
was much more ancient than the firſt Corruption and 
Depravation of the Church of Rome. When I ſpeak of 
the fir Corruption and Depravation of the Church of 
Rome; I would be underſtood as to thoſe things that have 
put that Church under the Imputation of what we now 
call Popery. For that there were ſome deprav*d Cuſtoms 
crept into the Church in general ( and ſo that of Rowe 
perhaps as well as any other ) in very early days, is Evi- 
dent from what St. Pau} Rebukes in; the Church of 
Corinth, and from what our Saviour himſelf in his Reve- 
lations to St. John, Condemns in the Seven Churches of 
Afia. So that, when I fay the uſe of the Croſs was 
more ancient than the firſt Corruption and Depravation 
_ of the Church of Rome, I mean, more ancient than any 
of thoſe Corruptions in her by the reaſon of which, we 
have juſtly eſteervd her an a__— Church, more an- 
cient than either the Introduction of Images, their-Mul- 
tiplication of Sacraments, their pretentions to Supre- 
Taacy and Infallibility, or any | of thoſe Superſtitzous 
Rites in Worſhip, by which we diſtinguiſh that Church 
as Popiſh, and brand it as falſe and Antichriſtian. 
As to this therefore, I know none of our Diſſenting 3, 4; 
Brethren, however for a ſhift in Argument they may Phraſe the 4- 
talk of the Myftery of Tniquity beginning to work betimes, 22 i Þ _ 
and in the firſt Ages of the Church *, that yet do profel- oy od rele 
ſedly charge any Sigzal Apoſtaſy upon the Church of Rome, of the Hare- 
at leaſt for the firſt four hundred Years after Chriſt -: nor. > of mat 
to 
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6 The Caſe of the Croſs in Baptiſm, &c. 
to the Age wherein St. Auſtin Flouriſht ; but that it was 
a Church that might be Communicated with at that 
time, notwithſtanding that Father complain'd of the Sy- 
perfztation of "Ceremonies: even then, which ( at leaſt 
for the: Number. of. them ) began to be very burdenſom. 
And yet, for an Hundred or two of Years before this, 
we find in the Writings of 7ertu/zan ſuch mention of the 
uſe of this Sign, that makes it very plain, it. had been 
a Cuſtomary thing long, before his time alfo, and pro- 
bably, even among(t thoſe of the Apoſtolical Age it 
ſelf. There are thoſe indeed that would make that Fa- 
ther-the firſt that brought in the uſe of this Ceremony 
into! the. Church, having receiv'd it from the Montanifts 
of. whom he ſeems to have been: particularly:fond. But 
the frequent and familiar mention he makepof the Sign 
.of the 'Croſs in many of his Books renders this Con- 
jeQure very improbable. Tertulan tells us it was grown 
ſo much in uſe in his time, that «por every motion. of 
theirs, at their going out and coming in, when they put on 
their Garments or Shooes, at the Bath, or at Meals when 
| * they lighted up their Candles, or went to Bed, whatever al- 
fr ah 1 moſt they did in any part of their Converſation, ſtill they 
1e Tertul. de would even wear out their Forheads with the Sign of the 
Coron. mil. Eyofs ;1 which though he confeſſeth there was no expreſs 
Law of Chriſt that: had enjoynd 1t, yet Tradition had 
Tntroduc d, Cuſtom had Confirmd, and the Believers Faith 
had obſerud and maintain'd it. 7 
This doth not look as if it;had been a thing newly in- 
_ _- vented by Montanus;'and brought -into the Church by 
' Tertulhzan, as being himſelf too-great a Favourer of that 
Se&. Although, were it thus indeed, - yet this ſheweth 
that the Prattice of it was receiv'd among the Faithful, 
ſome Apes before the. Depravation and Apoſtacy of the 
© Romiſh Church.” ' Buthe is \not our ſingle Author in this 
.* mat- 
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matter : for, Origen who Flouriſht not much above CC _ 2. 278 
Years after Chriſt, and not- XL Years after 7ertu//an, on 
makes mention of thoſe who'upon their Admiſſion into 
the Church by Baptiſm, were Sign'd with this Sign. And 
St. Baſil not much above one Hundred Years after him, 
gies this uſage the Venerable Title of a» Ecclefiaſtical 
Conſtitution, or fixt Law of the Church, that had pre- 
wiihd from the Apoſtles + Days, + that thoſe who believed Baſil. de Sir. 
in the Name of the Lord Fefus Chriſt, ſhould be Signed S*"*<42: 27. 
with the Sign of the Croſs. | 2 | 

But of all the Fathers, St. Cyprian, who was before 
St. Bafil, and very near if not contemporary with 7ertu!- 
lian himſelf, not only ſpeaks moſt Familiarly of the uſe 
of this Sign, but hath ſome Expreſſions in this matter, 
that would ſeem very harſh and unwarrantable now ; and 0 
yet, the Authority of that Father, hath favd him hi- < 
therto from-being brought under queſtion about it. He 
tells-us in one place, that in fronte- crace frgnantur, qui 
Dominum promerentur, Le, they are Sign d in:the Forehead 
with the Croſs who are thought worthy of the Lord, and-in 
another place, Omnia ſacramenta peragit, it Compleats e- 
very Sacrament, and per crucem baptiſma ſanttificatur , 
Baptiſm is Santtified by the ' Croſs. IT will notſtand; ac- 
countable for the Juſtifiableneſs of theſe 'paſſages, were 
they to be allow'd no kind of Latitude : but, as to the k 
| _ purpoſe for which they are cited they ſeem pertinent e- 

nough : that 'is, to Argue the antiquity. of this uſage 

( and that in the Sacrament of Baptiſm too ) the Phraſe 

o frequently occurring in the writings of thoſe ancient 

Fathers, that fron jet being fiend in the Forehead, 

feems a known and uſual Perzphrafis for being enter'd 

into the Faith of Chriſt and the Body of his Church by 

Baptiſm: | 

" After all which, what need I Inſtance in St. Cyril, .St. 
; C- | Ams 
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' Ambroſe, or St. Auſtin ? Who ſprinkle their writings 
with the Cormmon mention : of this Ceremony, and 
oftentimes frame Arguments of the Obligation upon 
Chriſtians to live as becomes:thera, from this very bad 
they wear upon their Foreheads. St. Auſtin wittily enoug 


, 


er Logs Saviour, that he willingly imprints the Sign of it upon 
ub; pudorisfig= that part of himſelf which 7s . the proper. ſeat of Bluſhing. 
— 4s  T ſhall only add*this remark further, that after the 
Gs Mara time wherein this Cuſtom had been ſo Univerſally receiv'd. 
3zGalat.6.14. into the Chriſtian Church, and ſome of the Fathers had 
ſo liberally-expreſt themſelves in it, we may obſerve that 
the firſt Chriſtian Emperour, Conſtantine the Great, had 
his Dire&ions probably from heaven.it ſelf to make this 
_ , ÞSign, the great Banner in his Wars, with this Additional 
Þ 772 vie, encouragement, that by. zhis he ſhould overcome. That 
this Dream or Yifon ( call it which we- will, for Hiſto- 
ries mention it differently ) was from Heaven, and a 
thing of great reality , is Evident, from the ſucceſs of 
that Princes Arms under it. 


The Authors of the Centuries allow a conſiderable' Sig- 


nification in that'Sign as given. him from Heaven, as the 


fature:Standard he ſhould. fight under, wiz, zbat God had 


admonifht him by that Sign of the Croſs, and the Motto ad- 

C72. 4.0:p.13. ded to it, by this thou ſhalt overcome, concernivg the 
Knowledg and Worſhip of the true God, and of our Lord 
Feſus Chriſt, in Memorial of which he took. care: to have it 
Painted o#' his: Banner, that it might be as the Symbal of 
the Chriſtian Religion. 

Now we would not ſuppoſe that our Bleſſed Lord 
would by ſo immediate a Revelation from Heaven, Coun- 
tenance ſuch a.Rite as this, already receiv'd and made 
uſe of in the Church, giving it ro Conſtantine both as a 
Symbol "of his Profeſſion, and: Pledg of his future Vi- 
Etories, if he had reſented it before as Superſtitious or 


glorying in the Confidence of a Chriſtian as to a Cracif?d 
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any way unwarrantable. This kind of Standard the 
Roman Emperours ſucceſſively had born before them in 
their Warrs : nay, it is recorded that Julzan himſelf ( pre- | 
bably from what he had made ſome former Obſervations I" A 
of, ) could not forbear defending himſelf with this Sign, : 
upon a mighty fright he was ſeiz'd with, while in the uſe 
of Magick Arts he went to have conſulted with the De- g,,. c,,4. 
vil. This Nazianzen calls his craving aid and refuge of Julian. 
him whow' he had Perſecuted. Whuch, ( by the way } 
might give us the modeſtly and caution of ſhowing our 
{elves too petulant againſt what it hath pleasd our Lord 
Jeſus in a Revelation from Heaven to give the Figure of, 


. and the Holy Spirit alfo to ſignalize ſometimes by very 


renown'd miracles , - which thoſe that conſult Eccle> 
ſiaſtical Hiſtories of beſt Authority cannot but be con- 
vincd of. 
So that, we find the uſe of it very ancient, and the 
Effects of it very Memorable, Caſaubon himſelf {no ve- 
ry fond Man: of Rituals) calls it Primitive Ecclefie _— 
Symbolum ejus fiducie quam in Chriſto & cruce ipfius, & 
paſſione ponebant : a Symbol the Primitive Church uſed: to 
aenote thatConfidence they had in Chriſt, his Croſs, and 
Paſſion. : | 252! Wot: 
I confeſs it would: be a fond thing to endeavour, with 
ſome of the Romiſh Church, to trace up the Antiquity of 
the Croſs, to the firſt Creation. of Man, . and fo all along 
downward to the Actual-Death: of our Bleſſed Lord. Zhey 
can ſpy out the Croſs, -in the Figure of a Man's:Face, by 
the placing of the Noſe betwixt the | two Eyes, and: much 
more 1n the Poſition of the whole Body of the Man with his 
Arms extexded. _ They can diſcorn it. 7n the Sword in Pa- = —_ of 


radiſe, 'and in the Croſs (tick that. Noah's:Dove brought yjo Tertul. 
INE.» 23 ' .. adver}. Mars 
Cczon. 1.3.Þ. 


178,179- 


Hatk: into: tht Ark,.&&:.) i. Sa wine) By 
' And indeed: ſome: of the Fathers bend their :Imagina- 
tions ſomthing that'way; and would'fancy the Figure ox 
_ C 2 the 
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the Croſs in Moſes his ſtretching out his Arms whiles the 
Iſraelites were fighting with Amalek, in the Paſchal Lamb 


when the Spit went through it, &c. which, however they 


were conceipts too much ſuiting that way of allegori- 
zing that ſome of them were fond of, yet doth it at 
leaſt confirm what Iam now upon, I mean the ancient 
Reception of this Sign into the Primitive Church. Nay, 
I may further add, that in ſome of the paſſages they have 
of this kind,the hint they take may not deſerve perhaps to 
be abſolutely exploded, as if there were no weight or 
moment at all in it. I will crave leave to inſtance pars 
ticularly in one thing which ſome of the Fathers do a 
little inſiſt upon, and that is, that Mark in Fzek. g. 4. 


that was to be ſet upon the Foreheads of the Meu that 
figh, &c. 


This Mark in ſeveral of the ancient Verſions is ſup- 
pos'd to be the Febrew Tau, which St. FHierom tells us 


. was, in the Samaritan CharaGQter, like our T, and ſo made 


the figure of 'the Croſs, from whence he ColleQs that 
this was fignum crucis que in Chriſtianorum frontibus ping» 
tur, a token of that Croſs that is imprinted upon the Fore- 
head of the Chriſtian. If St. Hierom be not miſtaken in 
the Samaritan CharaCter, his conjeQure in the Applica- 
tion of it, is not very unjuſtifiable ; becauſe, as all the 
promiſes are in Chriſt Jeſus, yea, and in him Amen : So, 
all the Propheſies of old, where they concerr'd any fig- 
nal advantages or deliverances to the Jewiſh Church had 


the affurance of them frequently confirmed by ſome hinr 


Fai. 7. 4+ 


or Remembrance of the Meſjah, that was afterward to 
be reveaFd.- Thus in that Confirmation that [azah was 
to give to Ahaz of his preſent deliverance from the Inva- 
ſions of Ephraim and Syria, he gives him this Sign, be- 


_ hold a Virgin ſhall concerve and bear aSon. How could 


that great Event that was not to.come topaſs of ſo many 
Ages after Ahaz his Death, affe& him, who ſtood in m 
ue O 


The Caſe of the Crols in Baptiſm, &C. 11 
of ſo immediate Deliverance, but that it was brought in 
as an inſtance, (not only that as God could bring about 
ſach a wonder, as the Birth of a Child from a Virgin, 
could as eaſily relieve Fadah in its preſent ſtreights: but 
further, ) he that had ſo gracious a deſign toward them, 
as to ſend the Meſiah amongſt them, would in the Pro- 
ſpe& he had to that, ſhow now his particular regards 
for the Church at this time. In Analogy to this, might 
this paſſage in Ezekiel, look toward that mark which 
Chrittians in after Ages ſhould wear upon their Fore- 
heads, as a preſent Symbol of the eſcape of ' thoſe 
that ſhould be found /fighing for the Abominations that were 
| then done in Iſrael. And to this probably, may that Seal 

Z the living God have ſome Reference, which was 70 Ze 
et upon the Forehead of the Servants of God. Revel. 7. 2, 
3- For, as they are there reckon'd up by the number of 
twelve times twelve, to ſignifie that they are the true and 
genuine off-ſpring of the twelve Apoſtles ; ſo, the Seal vid. Med. in 
of the Living God upon their Foreheads, may point at the 
Figure of the Croſs, to betoken them ( though under 
the Prophetick Denomination of the Jewiſh Tribes ) to 
beof the Chriſtian Church. This I would not be ſuppogd. 
to lay any great ſtreſs of Argument upon, only offer the 
Conjetture to the Candor of the Reader. 

And thus, having ſhewen the, Antiquity of ths Sr, 
as it was receiv'd into the Church long before the Cor- 
ruptions of Popery appeard in the World ;. I know but 
of one thing can be urg'd to. take off the ſtrength of 
what hath been hitherto ſaid ; and that is, that the Pri- 
mitive Chriſtians might probably take up this Cuſtom 
of thus ſigning themſelves, becauſe they liv'd wholly a- 
mongſt the Enemies. of the Croſs of Chriſt, the Jews 
making the Croſs a atv bijer, and the Greeks Fool- 


i/bneſs. So that, their defign of doing it, was only to 
| bear 
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bear their Teſtimony to the Faces of both, that is, tha, 
the Croſs was ſcandal to the one,and ſcorn and hughter ta 
the other, yet they would not be afhamed of this Croſs 
.but made it the Badg of their Profeſſion. Whereas we 
livein an Age and Nation, where ( thanks be to God ) 
there ſeems no ſuch occaſion, becauſe Chriſtianity is the 
Religion we openly and univerſally profeſs. 
To this I anſwer, that this Obje&tion being thus made; 
doth at leaſt ſuppoſe the ufage of the Croſs not to be a 
thing that is in it ſelf evil, becauſe if fo, no good end or de- 
fign 1n uſing it could hallow the Attion ; ſo that the Cee 
remony is not Evil in its ſelf, but that upon ſome weigh- 
ty reaſons, it might be brought into the Church, if fo, 
then we might reaſonably think, that the injunQtion of 
Authority in this Caſe, might Juſtifie the Practice of it. 
But much more, if. the reaſon now alledg'd might be a 
juſt occaſion for the Church in-its firſt Ages to take the 
uſage up, God knows the occaſion may be as urgent ſtill 
upon an Equally fad account : and that is, the Prophane 
and Atheiſtical Contempt that is thrown, not ſo much 
upon the S7gn as the Dorine of the Croſs, by the pre- 
tended Wits of our Age. He hath a very ſlender con- 
_..cernment for the intereſts of Religion, that is not ſen- 
ſibly toucht with thoſe Blaſphemous Railleries he may 
| every where meet with, upon the whole Scheme of Chri- 
4 ſtianity, eſpecially that which we make the great Foun- 
dation of our hopes and truſt, viz. the Merits of our 
Saviours Croſs and Paſſion. | That the uſe of this Sign, 
if ever. it was reaſonable upon ſuch a-ſcore-as this, 'it is 
fo now.. And St. Cyprians Caution'is ſtrong' and' pertinent 
enough at this time of the day againſt all the Wit and” 
Pride of the daring and haughty Arheiſt, Muniatur frons, 
.Epiſt. 536.ad Gtc.. Arm your Foreheads that the Seal of God may be kepr' 
Unberitants. (fe. q..d. Remember the Badg, you took upon you in Bap= 


tiſt mM, 
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Ziſm, and ſo long as you have that upon your Foreheads, ne- | 
wer be albam'd or foes out of Countenance, as to the Mes 
amory of Your Saviours Love, and the Foundation ' of your 
hopes lay d in his Death and Paſſion. 

And now, fince it is fo evident how Ancient a praQtice 
this hath been in the Chriſtian Church : I would not 
have this part of the Argument pretended further than 
it was firſt deſign'd,which was only to ſhow that this Ce- 
remony hath nothing owing in it to that which we call 
Popery, becauſe it was eſtabliſht in the Church fo long 
before that Myſtery of Tniquity had its being. And tho 
through the Antiquity of it (if warrantable at the 
firſt ) it becomes ſo much the more Venerable, and 
might juſtly lay ſome reſtraints upon the modeſt Chri- 
ſtian in his Cenſures againſt it ; yet doth not this put it; 

| beyond the degree of an 7udifferent Ceremony, without 
which, the Sacrament of Baptiſm is declard by our- 
Church as complete and perfefted. Did the Antiquity of 
its practice make it neceſſary, it might prove as neceſſa- 
ry almoſt in every Aftion of Life, as well as Baptiſm, 

| becauſe( as I have noted before ) 7errullian tells us, it 
was once ſo uſed. No, it only gives us the warrant of 
doing it, becauſe praftisd in the moſt incorrupt Ages of 
Chriſtianity; and the neceſlity of keeping it {till in uſe, 
tyes not ſo much in that it was the Cuſtorn of ſome 
Church, or Conſtitution of ſome Council in former days,.. 
as that it is the Cuſtom of our Church now, and the ap-- 

ointment of our. Governours. But, | 

Secondly, It is further conſiderable, that the uſe of 
the Croſs as it is ordain'd and appointed in our Church, 
hath not the leaſt affinity with . the uſe of it, as it is us: 

'the Rowiſh Rituals. | 
x. We do by no means allow any viſible Images of a 
\Lrucifid Jeſus, fo as to have the leaſt concern in any 
ate rota dr ono p een part 
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part of our Worſhip. There is no mention of them in 
our Rubrick ; there is. hardly in any writings of the 
Doors of our Church one paſſage to be found of that 
Ciriftian di- Jatitude, that Mr. Baxter among(t his calmeſt thoughts 
*l x6; f%-hath not adventur'd to fay;that is, thata Crucifix well be- 
113. p.875. fiteth the Imagination and Mind of a Believer ; may further, 
Ibid. p. 875, that it is not unlawful to mate an Inage (and gives the 
inſtance particularly of a Crucifix ) to be the objettum vel 
medium excitans ad cultum Dei, an Objef or medium of our 
confideration, exciting our minds to Worſhip Goel, The 
ſenſe of our Church is truly expreſt in this matter by 
Mr. Ehoker, who tells us that between the Croſs which Su- 
perftition honouteth as Chriſt, and that Ceremony of the Crofs 
which ſervech only for a ſign of Remembrance, there is as 
plain and great a difference, as between thoſe brazen Images 
Fecle/:Pol.1, 5, Which Solomon made to bear up the Ciftern of the T, emples 
p. 348, and that which the Iſraelites in the Wilderneſs did adore. 

Or between thoſe Altars which Joſtas deſtroyd, becauſe they 

were Inſtraments of meer 1dolatry, and that which the 

fribe of Reuben with others eredted near the River Jordan 

to far other purpoſes. Ours 1s no other than a meer tran- 

fient, or ( as others expreſs it ) aerzal figure of the 

Croſs, which comes not within the wideſt notion of an 

Image ; or if it were fo, is ſo very tranſient, that it a« 

bides not ſo long as to be capable of becoming any OZ- 

feft or medium of Worſhip, any further than any words 

weuſe in Worſhip may do. | | 

. 2. The uſeeven. of this tranſient ſign, bears no kind 

of Conformity or likeneſs with the uſe of it in the Church 

of -Rome. They uſe it upon numberleſs occaſions beſide 

Baptiſm. If they enter in, or go out of Church, or a 

Friends Houſe ; when they ſay their Prayers, or are pre- 

fent at any Religious Solemnity. If ſtartled at Thunder, 
taken ina ſtorm, frighted with a ſpectrum, or are ow 

prized 
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rizd. with any kind of Fear or Aſtoniſhment, they 
biel themſelves {till, and take refuge under this ſign of 
the Croſs, which they will -make upon themſelves. If 
they viſit the ſick, adminiſter the extreme UnCtion, or 
indeed perform any of their other Sacraments ( fo call'd 
by them, ) the tranſient ſign of the Croſs muſt begin 
and cloſ all. But then, in the Sacrament of Baptilim, 
the uſe of his /ign is ſo exceedingly different, as well in 
the nauſeous Repetitions of it before and afterward, in 
the Forehead, in the Mouth, and uponthe Breſt : as alſo, 
the Monſtrous Significations according to the divers pla» 
ces whereon it 1s 1umpreſt, that nothing can be more. Be- 
ſide that it is not usd at the zime, nor with the - form of 
words that we uſe it with. So that, there is not the 
leaſt agreement betwixt us and them, either in the uſe, 
or in the ſignificancy of this Ceremony ; and ſo no rea- 
ſonable oftence can be taken at it, upon any Symboli- 
zing of ours with the Church of Rome in it. All this 
might be further confirn'd by giving a particular view 
of the Roman Ritual, as to what reſpects their office for 
Baptiſm ; bur this is done by a better hand upon another®* = nr 
Caſe of this kind. : | Symbol. with 
Laſtly, Although it cannot be deny'd but the Church*b* Ch. f 
of Rome hath greatly abus'd this-Ceremony to very ill'Y"©7 70: 
purpoſes of Superſtition, yet doth not this make it - un- 
lawful to continue the reform'd uſe of ir amongſt us, that 
have profeſſedly ſeparated from the Corruptions of that 
Church. It 1s a Principle:that ſome of our Brethreu.ima- 
ine they are very well fortify'd in,. from ſome.inſtances 
in the G1d- Teſtament, viz. that whatever hath been: a- 
busd to Idolatrous -or Superſtitious purpoſes, ſhould eo 
#omine be aboliſht. But perhaps they would find this 
much, more a queſtion than they have-hitherto preſum'd, 
if they would conſider, that" it this Principle were true, 
| 2M 
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been introduc 


ther. 


Te is # Principle: that would render Chriſtianity im- 
practicable; becauſe no Circumſtance, no Inſtrumear, 
no-Miniſtry- in: Worſhip; but may have beenſome way 
or other abusd and deſecrated by Pagan or Romiſh Idola- 
tries. 'T& would make every Garment gf what ſhape, or 
of whar colour ſoever, unfit for uſe in- our Religious fer- 
vices : for, 'not-only the White; but the Red; the Green, 
and the Black, 'have beerr ugd ( even for the ſignifican- 
cy of their reſpe&ive colours ) by rhe Gentile, or the: 
Romaniſt to very ſuperſtitions purpoſes in divine Worſhip. 
It would condemn the PraCtice' of: thoſe very Perſons. 
that would. pretend this-to be their Principle. For the 
.have ſew of them carry'd it to that are, 0 as to aboli 
Churches, Fonts, -or other Vtenfils; but have thought. fit 
to make uſe of them -in the ſame ſervices of Religion as 
formerly, _ not .in thoſe modes by whictr they 
were abus'd to. 
ſhovld'not do, if either the Principle had any real Foun- 
dation in it felf,” or they ated inany due conſiſtency with. 
the Principle they pretend. 8 

"That which -our Diſſenting Brethren urge, ( as they 
think ) of the greateſt force and pertinency in this mat- 
ter, is the example of Z#2etiah, whowhen he found the 
brazen Serpent, which God himſelf had directed 0 be 
ſet up for the Healing of thoſe that had been ſtung with 
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ie would go nigh to throw a ſcorn upon. all or moſt;f6 
the Reformations that have been made from the Church of 
Rome, for they do not ſeem to' have govern'd themſelves 
by this Rule. Some of them in'their publick Confeſhons = 
declaring, that they might lawfully retain ſuch Rites or | 
Ceremonies as are of advantage to Faith, the Worſhip of 
Conf:ſ]. Boliem;God, or Peace and Order in the Church, though they had 


d by any Synod, or Biſhop, 'or Pope, or any 0+ 


perſtition-and Idolatry. All which they 
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Fiery Serpents,abus'd to downright Idolatry : He would 
not endeavour to: recover it to the firſt delign of its pre- 
Aervation, that is,.to keep it ſlanding only as a memori- 
.al of Gods: Power : and goodneſs, who had-done- ſuch 
| _great and beneficial - things amongſt them by it - but 
without :any : more ado, takes it away from all further 
-view - of the People, breaks it in pieces, and calls it Ne- 
-buſhtan,. i. e. let's the People ſee it was a thing of Braſs and 2 x5ng; 
:nothing elle. xVIel.4. 

To this I anſwer, Firſt, Although it is very natural to 
"mankind to.govern themſelves more by example than 
- precept, yet, Argumentsfetcht fromexamples, generally 
are not the trueſt.way. of reaſoning ; and that partly 
upon this very account; -namely, the pronenefs we have 
toward example,. and Byaſs and Prejudice we may the 
 eaſilier be drawn away with, upon that account. Bur 
chiefly, becauſe- ia -alkedging examples, it” is very rare 
that we can hit the-Caſe perfeQtly righr. - It may te faid 
' of Examples,-as it is of Similitudes ; they feldom do 
Carrere quatuer pedibus, they do not perfeAly reach the 
thing intended to be prov'd, but are ſo widely different, 
.or-defetive in ſome one or other Circumſtance, thar 
there is not that parity of Reaſon that ought to te; and 
the varying of Circumſlances. may much alter the Caſe. 
Which very thing apparently falls out in this very in- 
ſflance. For certainly, if the example be concern'd in a- 
ny thing with reſpe& to our practice, it may ſeem ro 
.prove nothing further than the.neceſlity of taking away 
( not what hath been usd only to Idolatrous purpoſes, 
-but ) what it ſelf hath been, andat that inſtant 1s, a meer 
Idol. This was the Circumſtance of the brazen Serpent, 
.1t was by Cuſtom become a real idol ; it had been fo for 
.a long time, was fo at that inſtanr; when F&zetiah 

-brake it to pieces : to thoſe days the Children of Wract did 

'D 
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burn Incenſe unto it. So that, thus far perhaps this in- 
ſtance might affe&t us, that, were there any Crucifix, or 
material image of 'our Saviour upon the Croſs, now 
ſtanding, to which People for ſome Ages had given, and 
for the generality did ſtill give divine honour ; it would 
then indeed concern the Government, in their Reforma- 
tion from the Idolatries of the Church of Rome, to 
take away and-aboliſh zhs -and. all other Images of this 
kind. This perhaps anſwers the pattern pretty much, 
and copieth out Hezekiah's wiſe and good Attion ; and 
this accordingly is entirely done in our Church ; there be- 
ing no ſuch Image abiding-now amongſt us, to which a- 


ny adoration/"'is publickly: avow'd,” or that- can be pre- 
tended to have ſuch ſnare 1 it, as to hazard any general 


Idolatry. What proportion 'doth our Aerial fign of the 


Croſs ( toward which there is no intention, nor indeed 


any poſlibility of giving any divine Worſhip, ) what 
proportian.doth this bear -to the material figure of the 


brazen Serpent, to which they had-for a long time aQual- 


ly: burnt Incenſe; did it to thoſe very days, and gave ſuch 
Evidence of their Inveteracy in Idolatry, that there ſeem'd 
no moral likelihood of preventing it by any other courſe 
than breaking the 7do/ to pieces, and letting them ſee 
what a meer Jump of Braſs they had been Worſtupping ? 


Bur then, 


2. If Example were a good way of Arguing, we find 
by Hezekiah's praftice in other things, he did not think it 
an indiſpenſible Duty in him to aboliſh every thing that 


had been made uſe of [to Idolatry, if they did not prove 
an immediate ſnare at that time; for,as to Temples which 


Solomon had ereted for no other end but the Worſhip of 
falſe Gods in them, 1 X7ngs 11. 7. Hezekiah did not make 
it his buſineſs to deſtroy them, as being 1n- his time for- 


1lorn and negle&ted things, of. which no bad uſe was then 


made. 
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made. Although indeed King Fo/rah afterward ( proba- 
bly upon the enereaſe of Idolatry, and renewed uſe of 
thoſe places) foued it expedient tolay them wholly waſte. 
2 Kings 23. 13. © 

And thus much I have thought fit to fay as to that firſt 
Head of Objeftion againſt the ſign of the Croſs, as it is 
cry'd out againſt as a Relitk of Popery, and had been fo 
deprav'd by the Superſtitious uſe of it in the Church of 
Rome. I cannot but acknowledg this to be the weakeſt 

art of their plea againſt it ; and probably our Brethren 
var it to be ſo too: yet, becauſe it is moſt affecting a- 
mongſt common People, and feems to have made the 
deepeſt impreſſion upon thoſe that are not ſo well fitted 
for profound and ſolid reaſoning, I have choſen to be 
the luger here, that even the meaneſt capacities may ſee 
that the Sign of the Croſs, as we uſe it, was not intro- 
duc'd by the Church of Rome, but was of a much ancien- 
ter date : That the uſe we make of it bears no Confor- 
mity at all with hat Church in their uſing it : that by 
our different uſage we keep at a ſufficient diſtance ; nay, 
perhaps are in lefs likelyhood of falling into the Snare of 
their Communion, than if it had been utterly aboliſht : 
In a word, that that very Principle, upon which the 
charge of Popery is laid as an Argument againſt the Croſs, 
is it ſelf weak and fallible ; nor are we bound by any 
Precept or Example in Holy Writ, to throw off the uſe 
of any one thing. meerly becauſe the Church of Rome hath - 
abusd it. It hath prov'd a mighty inconvenience to the- 
Church, that People have been throwninto fo precipitant 
a Zeal of removing themſelves'to the utmoſt extreams 
from the Church of Rome, that they have been almoſt a- 
fraid to determine in any aCtion or circumſtance of Divine 
Worſhip, leſt it ſhould ſome way or other, have been 
Prophan'd -and made unwarrantable by their 1s 
| his 
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This is that gave riſe to the miſchievous Enthuſafms irt 
Germany, that ended in ſuch bloody and barbarous PraQ- 
tiſes, as well as ſenſleſs and ridiculous Principles taken up: 
and maintain'd by the Anabaptiſts there. I am loth to 
mention the horrid confuſtons of our own Age and Na- 


tion, which yet perhaps we were .wrought up into by 


this very humour ; I mean, . a reſtleſs fondneſs for ſome. 


additional , refinements fill, which .our.Charch had not. © 


thought fit to make. 

I cannot but inwardly reverence the Judgment, as 
well as love the Temper, . of our firſt Reformers, .who in 
their firſt Separations from Rome, were not nice or-ſeru- 


pulous beyond the juſt reaſons of. things. Doubtleſs they: 


were.in earneſt .enough, as to..all- true Zeal againſt the 
Corruptions of that Church, when they ſeald the well- 
grounded offence they.took at them, with their. warmeſt 
bloud ; and .cheerfully underwent all the - hardſhips: that 
Primitive Chriſtians ſignalized their Profeſſion-with, ra- 
ther than they would intermix with Rome, 1n -any. uſage 
of Worſhip, or Article of Faith that had the leaſt favour 
of Idolatry, Superſtition, or falſe Religion: at-all-in it. 
And yet thefe Holy and Wiſe Men, when they. had the 
Power and Qpportunity of Reforming, wholly. in-their 


Hands, being equally jealous of Enthufraſm as they were 
of Superſtition, would not. give themſelves up. to thoſe 


fantaſtick ns asto abolifh this or that Ceremony, 
meerly. becauſe it had been in uſe-amongſt the Papi/s, if 
ſome other .very ſubſlantial Reaſon did -not pur m its 
claim againſt it. And verily, had they :not' Governed 
themſelves in theſe temperate and unbyaſt methods of 
Reformation , . they would not ſo eaſily .have ju- 
ſtified themſelves to their Adverſaries, or the World ; or 
have made it ſo evident (as -by their -wiſe management 


they did). that what was done by them was :from the - 


am_—s —o -— 
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Mere urgencies of Conſcience and Reaſon, andnot the 
wantonneſs of Change and Innovation. So that, where 
any triean honeſtly (as doubt not but many of thoſe 
do, that Diſſent from us-in th's particular circumſtance 
-of the Croſs in Baptiſm) they -ought to have their 'Rea- 
ſon very well awake, thit th mzer charge of Popery up- 
on any diſputed point, -may not fo prejudice thenr.in their. 
.enquiries into things as to leave ns -Roam-for debate and 
mature Conſideration: | . 

Secondly, The other head of Objettion againſt the 
ſign of the Croſs in Baptiſm is, that it ſeems the introdu- 
cing of a new Sacrament, which having not the warranty of 
our Lord and Maſter Chriſt Jeſus, muſt needs be a very of- 
feafive invaſion of his Rights, whoſe Royal Prerogative alone 
it is, to inſtitute what Sacraments be pleaſeth in his 24S. 
- Church. | | 
This ObjeCQtion ſeems to point at a twofold argument. 
The one, with reſpe& in Common to all thoſe Circum- 
. Nances in- Worſhip, which for Decexcy and” Order, are 
appointed by the Governours- of the Church, but not 3 
.antecedently preſcrib'd and enjoyn'd in the word of God. 
Fox, to do this, -our Diſſenting Brethren have generalky 
affirm'd it a bold and unwarrantable intraſion upon our 
 Eord and Maſter, who was faithful to him that appointed 
« him, as alſo Moſes was faithful in all his Houſe, -that-is, 
in preſcribing to the Fews all their modes and ufages-in 
Worſhip, from which 'they were not to vary or deviate,, 
.to-add or diminiſhin any one Circumſtance. 
This I ſhall take no further notice of, than as it may 
. neceſſarily intermix it ſelf with the: queſtion -partienlar- 
-Iy in hand about the Croſs z» Buptiſm,- partly beeauſe- I 
would keep as ſtrictly as may be to- this diſtin&: Caſe, 
-and eſpecially, becauſe this Caſe { of doing nothing -in 
or about the Worſhip of God, but what is Ar— 
crib' 


»& 
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fſcrib'd and appointed by him in his word 7] hath been a- 


nother's province ; ſo that, T ſhall only ſay, the Cuſtoms 
of the Jewiſh Church it ſelf, ( which o«r Brethren would 
make their main inſtance in this matter,  ) do make di- 
rely againſt it. They did unqueſtionably take up ſome 


uſages wherein Moſes had given no antecedent direCtions, 


which yet it is evident were not unlawful upon that ac- 


count, becauſe our Bleſſed Lord did not only not blame 


or accuſe them of Encroachment or Superſtition, bur 


himſelf praC&tis'd & comply'd with them;this,among(t ma- 


5 


ny other things, hath-been clear'd up in the inſlance of their 


Synagogue Worſhip, and upon another occaſion may be 
further inſiſted on by and by. Beſides, it is plain, this 


was no Rule among(t the primitive Chriſtians in the firſt 


. ages of the Goſpel, not to add, the inexpediency and 


unfitneſs of this Rule to the very Oeconomy and Diſpen- 
fation - of Chriſtianity, which- was to diffuſe it ſelf a- 


-mongſt all Nations, and all kinds of People, -who did fo 


infinitely differ from one another, both in their Cuſtoms, 


and in the Significations of thoſe Cuſtoms too, that it 


muſt have been a vaſt and bulky digeſt of Laws indeed, 
that muſt have ſuited all Countries, were every Circum- 
ſtance and Punttilio in divine Worſhip to have been an- 


 tecedently preſcrib'd. All this hath been with ſo much 


clearneſs made out by ſeveral Hands, that I am apt to 
think at this time of the-day, our Brethren do not expect 
or ſtand in need of further ConviQtion in-this point, and 
ſeem in ſome- meaſure agreed -that this Poſition of theirs 
will not hold water. Yoo HAT LT 

It is the- other part of the Objection therefore, that 


- will fall more diretly under our conſideration at this 


preſent ; and that is, that our uſing the fg of the Crofs 
in-Baptiſm, doth ſeem to run into the nature of a' yew 
Sacrament. - And this is that they mean, when they tell 

I ; us, 


—__ 
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Sacrament. And this is that they mean, when they tell. 
us, 7t 7s an outward Viſible fign of an inward inviſible Grace, 
whereby a Perſon is dedicated to the Profeſſion of, and Sub- 
jedion to the Redeemer. Thar it is a. dedicating means to 
conſecrate us to Ged ; that it /ignifres our covenanting engage= 
ment, and is as a Badg and Symbol'of the Chriſtian Reltgt- 
on; that it repreſents Chriſt dying on the Croſs , and fig- 
riſies our being liſted under Chriſt ; that it is an adaition to 
Baptiſm ; that it adds another Sacrament to Baptiſm : And 
thatit is uſed as an engaging Sign, in. our firſt and ſolemn 
covenanting with -Chrift, and the daties wherennto we are 
really oblig'd by Baptiſm, are more expreſly affixt \to that 
aery Sign than to the Holy Sacrament. With many other 
Expreſſions of this kind, which we may find interſpers'd 
.in the feveral writings of the Nonconformiſts, where 
they take occaſion to diſpute this Ceremony. This of 
the Crofles having at leaſt the ſemblance of a Sacrament, 
is indeed the only ObjeQion the Presbyterian Brethren 
infiſt upor-in their exceptions againſ# ſome paſſages in the 
preſent Eiturgy. | 

As to this therefore, firſt, I muſt needs fay, Thave 
ſometimes wonder'd that the word Sacrament it felt, hath 
been ſo welt agreed upon amongſt us. The Fathers have 
us'd it fo much at large in their writings that it would 
ſometimes be difficalt ro underſtand what they mean by 
it ; and eur Brethres, upon the fame reaſons by which 
ſeveral other exceptions have' been- made, might kave' 
difallow'd and rejetted it as a word by no 'means Scripru-' 
ral, but Pagan' and Heatheniſh. However, ſince by a 
Jong reception of the word into the Church, it ſeems a- 
greed on all ſides, what the Senſe and Acceptation of it 
thould be ; my buſineſs will be to ſhew, rt. What we are 
agreed. in as to the' Notion of a Sacrament, 'and then 2." 
to.make-it plain, that as our Church never did deſign or- 
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intend, by the uſe of the Croſs in Baptiſm to make any 
new Sacrament of it ; ſo, in the nature of the thing, 1t 
hath not any /emblance of a Sacrament, according to the 


| Notion of a Sacrament that both ſides are agreed in. 


Firſt, As to our being agreed in the Notion of a $4- 
crament, I muſt preſume our Church in her publick ca- 
techiſm, hath given that definition of it, which-no re- 
formed Church, but approves and allows of.. That is, 
that z7 is an outward and Vifible. Sign. of an inward and 
Spiritual Grace given to us, Ordaind by Chriſt himſelf, -as 
a means whereby we receive the ſame, and a P{edg to afs 
fare. us thereof. It 1s true, the Aſſembly of  Drivines in 
their larger Catechiſm do in that queſtion. of their's 
F what is a Sacrament ? 7} put 1n an expreſſion or two, 
that point at ſome Opinions, wherein they may be. no 
more .agreed amongſt themſelves, than they are with 
ſome of our Church. But then, 1n their next queſtion 
what are the parts of a Sacrament | they give vs' the 
fame account with that of aur Church-Catechiſm, only 
a little vary'din the words, viz. The parts of a Sacrament 
are two, the one, "an outward ſenſible fign uſed according. to 
Chriſts own appointment : the other, an inward and ſpiri- 
tual Grace thereby ſignifi d. by: all which it is eine 
we are well enough agreed in the Common acceptation 
of the word Sacrament. And therefore, 


\ Secondly, I proceed to ſhew, that as our Church never 


did deſign or intend, by the uſe of the Croſs-.in Baptiſm, 
to make any new Sacrament of it, ſo according, to the 
common Notion wherein we are agreed: as: to the wofd 
Sacrament, there is not any ſemblance of a Sacrament it can 
juſtly be charg'd with. 


And here 1 might, not without. ſome reaſon, inſiſt, - 


that as we are agreed in the Definition of a Sacrament, 
that both the outward Sign mult ſignifie an inwards Spiri- 


tual 
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-taal Grace, and alfo' muſt have its expreſs 7nſtitution'' and' 
oppointment "a Lhrift, we, that never ſuppos'd the uſe 
of the Croſs in Baptiſm could. confer Grace, nor have e- 
ver made the leaſt pretext to any Divine appointment for 
it, ought-not ro be charg'd as introducing anew Sacrament, 
when 1t, hathy no preteniions to any one thing that is of* 
the Eſſence of -a Sacrament. But Iam: willing to follow 
the Argument as they have laid t. They ſay therefore,” 

"that however, we do not call or account it an Zoly Sx 
.crament, yetiforaſmuch as we bring a Ceremony into the 
*Church, which inthe Significations of it ſeems ranta- ' 
mount to a Chriſtian Sacrament, we do thereby uſurp the 
Prerogative-of our great Lord and Maſter, , ſetting 'up 
.our Poſts againſt his Poſt, and our Threſhold again his' 
Threſhold. Ne 420 

. This they fay we do partly, r.as'we make the Croſs a 
ſign betokening our Faith, and'Chriſtian courage, when 

:1n applying it to the Baptis'd Perſon, we fay we do it 7» 
token that hereafter he ſhall not be aſhawd to-confeſs the 
Faith of Chriſt Crucifid, &c. And partly 2. when by 
an intire Reprefentative of our Church it isdetermin'd, 
that by the ſign of the Croſs, the Baptis'd Perſon is Jed;- 
cated to the ſervice of him that dy'd upon the Croſs. 

_ Firſt, they ſay that by making the ſign of the Croſs 7 
token” that hereafter, &c. © we apply ſuch Significations 
to it, that run it into the nature of a Sacrament, uſing 
it- as an outward Vifible fan of an Invard Spiritual 
Grace. As to ths we muſt ingeniouſly confeſs, that we 
make uſe of 'no - Rite or Ceremony in oxr Church, but it ts - - 
with this deſign, that: it ſhould be Significant of ſome 
thing; or other. Tt would be an odd piece of pageantry 
indeed, - to uſe this or that geſture or — 


ous ſervices, that ſhould have no: Significationatall in it, 
. and to.account .it: therefore - Iynocent, -becaufe it were 7m 
| E, 2 perti- 
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"pertinent. It is the Significancy of it, that makes it 
uſeful or proper, and if there were: nothing of that in 
.it, it would be very difallawable. But then, though our 
- Ceremonies are ſignificant, and any of .them us'd as 
Memarative Signs to put us in-mind of any Daty-er Ob- | 
ligation coward God, they are nottherefore ay - outward 
Fafible fien off an inward Spiritual Grace ; that is, they 
-are not in the-nature of any ſeal or aſſurance from-God 
-of his Grace to us, but.hints and remembrances of ſome 
-Obligation we are under with reſpe& to God. *Andthat 
*th's kind of ſignificant uſages have -been all along arbi- 
:trarily taken. up, without any Imputation of introducing a 
vew Sacrament, may be made out, both from the. prattice 
-of the Jewiſh Church, notwithſtanding the punctual pre-. 
.Fcriptions deliver'd to them by Moſes. From the practice: 
-of the Chriſtian Church, and that, both in the very firſt 
ages of it, and alſo-in all the later Reformations that have 
been made. | 

Firſt, take we a view of the Jewiſh: Church; and here- 

40, | | | | P. 

I. We may obſerve that in their very Paſſover, abont- 
which, both thing and Circumſtances, they had ſuch ex- 
preſs dire&tions by Moſes before they went out of Feypt ; . 
yet did [they in fome ages following conſiderably vary, 
not only in their time of keeping it, which having been 
originally appointed on the 7exth, they chang'd it to. 
the Fourteenth day of the Month : but in the-geſlure too: 
In the firſt inſtitution of- it, they were zo eat 7t with their 

. loins. girded, their ſhoves on their feet, and ſtaff in their 
hand, and all as a token-of the haſte they were then in. 

- This geſture of eating the Paſſover, it 1s not ſo certain 
how long it continad in the Jewiſh Church after their 
coming out of Egypt, as it is -unqueſtionable it was 
chang'd into a diſcumb:ng poſture: { that is, a _ 
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wherein they took their ordinary meals )) long before 
the days of our Saviour, and that ſo warrantably too, 
that our Saviour himſelf uſed ir. And yet, this very po- 
Ature they had taken up (if we will believe an” Expoſ:- 
tor that was no great- friend to: the Ceremonies of 97 
Charch ) had its Signification too ; for he tells us that |, | Pa 
they did it 2» /fgr of ebeir reſt aud ſecurity otherwiſe than x,44";5. © 
they had in Feypt. ... en 1c. 6 

2. Another inſtance in the Jewiſh Church might be that 

of the 4ltar of Witnefs, whicti Phineas, after he had made 

z jealous enquiry upon, approv'd of, as a ſtanding me- 7%. 22. 
morial chat they on the other fide Jordan profeſt the true 

God, had Relation 'to the other tribes, and a Right to. 

the Service-of God in the 7abernatle of the Congregation. 

- 3- But that which ſeems -ro come neareſt us .i5 what 

the Jewiſh Authors do frequently take notice of, and 

that is, that as to thoſe whoſe Office entitled them to zhe 
Anvinting ( which by all that doth very evidently ap- 

pear, were only X#irgs and Pridis.! although the Anoinz- 

Ing Oyl, as to its -confeftion and ingredients, - and the 

manner of doing it ( as one would think ) were parti- 

cularly enough preſcrib'd by God ; yet did the Jews a- 

mongſt themſelves bring in the uſe of a Significative ſign 

16 doing it, which ſeems no where difallow'd, or  charg'd 

as an invaſion of Gods Holy Inſtitutions : this was, to- 

Anoint the | Heads of their Xi»gs with 'the figure _ 
of a Crown, and their Prieſts with the figure of an > rr 
brew 5 or the Greek.x. Not. to add, that the Synagogue. 
Worſhip, the Rites of Marriage, the form of taking Oaths,,. 
and the like, things that had great Significations 1n them, 
had not the expreſs Inſtitution of .God for their warran-- 
ty, and yet were well enough receiv'd in the pureſt times. 
of the Jewiſh Church, and comply d with by our Saviour. 
himſelf 2.4 hreedaiats ts 


os 
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Secondly; take we a. view of the Chriſtian Church; 
and.that, both as. to-the firſt ages of it, and-all the hatep 
Reformations that EY been made- x. We. ma 
om the BYE 


bn he | 
Ag Fs hath 


aſe. of one Rite or 0+. 


gle of 
ſi gnifi Os things of pn) weight and mo=- 


ment, -t0 pr hs in a: twofold Cuſtom primytively us; 


amongſt Chriſtians, that Iookt much more Sacramentally. 
than gr uſe gh the: Croſs i in I? that is, the inftitu- 


tion. of them. ſeem'd Apoſtolical, being -frequently mens, 
tioned 1n- on eg writings; and they were immedi=. 


" atly annext to the Holy Euchariſt, and in their Signks. 


Dr. Caves 
prim. Chriſt. 
part I Chap. 
Ii.p. 346. 
352. 


x Cor. 16. 20. 


Que oratio 
cum divortio 


fant ofculi in- 


gepra ? Tere. 
We. 


fication bore ſorne analpgy with what that Sacrament it, 
ſelf was in part-the token and ſeal of, theſe were:the Zr, 
ly Kiſs, an Tithe 40 gap Or. Fe, afts. of - Charity. : 

- "The Holy Xiſs VE ns (as the beſt Writers g88. 
nerally conceive ) after all other preparations, immedi«. 
atly before. they entred upon the . elebratioti of the 
Lord's Supper, and at 'the.cloie and bj plot, of the whole. 
Solemnity .; from whence* Tertulliqn: gives It the torch of 
fignaculumorationts; the Seal of Prayer. This the Apoſtle. 
is ſuppos'd to dire& to, when he -enjoyns the Corinthians , 
tO'greet one another with au hely Kiſs. And this was ke f 
upwith that Reverence in 7errullzay's time, that he ſpi 
2s if the Serviee of "the. Publick Prayers, were mainyd 1's 
imperfedt, if it concluded not with 7hzs £5. This Wag, 


-.,* 8d + token of the mutyal Communion and Fellowſhip 
hat Cliriſtians had wi th one av agther, .and the unfei 8g? 


reconelliation' of Tei Minds, that vhey came wit Fo "4 
inward hextt-burnings 4oainſt” Ae ahother”, þ King that 
great Cliiſtian'Grice and Vertue, fo much in 


1 our Savioors, Golp &, and after char; by his. Apo es | 


made one great Evi dence of the ProfeſGrs havin Tal iſs d 
frem* Death to Tife:* And yet; that'this cuſtom had, not 
its, 
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its Foundation in any Divine Appointment, but the volun- 
tary uſe the Church made of it, ſeems agreed to onall 
hands ;. þecauſe afterward, it is\not only prohibited by 
ſome Cguncils,. but. by an univerſal conſent in” all Chur- 
ches, wholly laid aſide, and. grown out of all uſe. 
. Again, we .may.. obſerve, as to that cuſtom of the 
Agape. or Ftaſts of iCharity, which in the Apoſtles days, c,,. .1. 26, 
probably were celebrated immediately. before the Lords 21. 
Supper, and .in fome Ages afterward, not till the Holy 
Communion Was finiſhed. But, whether they: had them 
before, or after, it is certain they had great Significations 
ui them, not only of Chriſtians mutual.Love and Comm- 
munion-; but alſo, of the equal regards that God aid 
our Bleſkd Lord had, towafd-all forts and conditions of 
Men ; the poor as well as the rich, thoſe of meaner de- 
Sree and.quality , as well as the high and noble, when 
they were all tocat freely-together at one common. meal. 
Thus , the Apoſtle ſeems.to point at, in the remarks he 
makes upon the. diforders in the Church at Corinth, that 
in their Love-Feaſts, every one taketh before other his own 
Supper, and fo did deſpiſe the Church of God. And thoſe 
that had Flouſes to Eat and Drink in, (ham'd thoſe that had 
04. Now, though. this cuſtom. was hallowed by the: 
practice of the Apoſtles, and had ſo great) Signiftcations 
in it, and was from the firſt, ſo annext to the Holy Exu- 
chariſt that it always either begun or concluded it, and 
conſequently lookt 'much more Sacramentaly,, than-our! 
Sign of the Croſs in Baptifin can be ſupposd to da ; yet: 
15 1t this by , the univerſal diſuſe of it, in theſe - later | 
ages of the Church, that it ſelf never . was eſteem'd: any 
Sacrament. | _ 
"I might further inſtance in,the Ceremony of ixſufl4- 
2i0n, or breathing upon the Perſon-that was'to be. Bap-.4uz- de me. 
tl d, calld by one ot: the Fathers. a» ancient as —_ _ 
which. 
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which-they us'd as a ſign of expelling the Evil Spirit; 
and breathing, into them the good Spirit; this ſeer'd to 
{ignifie more the Grare of Gd than Duty -of the Ehriſtian, 
and yet; not ſuſpected as any 'Saerament. Thus, the 
Baptized Perſons firipping of. his Garment in token that 
he put off the Old Man which was corrupt according to his de« 
ceitful Luſts,dothitnot look full asSacramentaliyas our Croſs 
in Baptiſm 2 Yet we find it anciently. praQtis'd without 2. 
ny jealouſie of invading the prerogative of Chriſt, in inſti» 
tuting Holy Sacraments. To fay no more, what think 
we of the trine tmmerf1ou once accounted a- pious uſage 
in the Church, whereby the Perſon being thrice dipt or 
put:under water, at. the mention of each Perſon of the 
Trinity, was ſuppos'd to be Baptiz'd in the belief of that 

Advers. Prax- great Article. So Tertallian expreſieth it, Nam nec ſemel, 
en gan; fed ter ad fingula nomina, in Ferſonas fingulas tingimur. 
- oy att dipped not once but three times, at each name, ant 
malit, e are appe | , » ana. 
fo are Baptized into the three Perſons. &nd beſides this 
Signification of the 2hree Perſons by this threefold im- 

merſion, which T7ertullzan, and. not only he, but St. 

Ambroſe have mention'd ; there are others of the. Fathers 

that have ſappogd, the Death, the Burial,” and the Re- 

ſurre&tion of our Saviour, -together with his being in the 

Grave three -days, was ſignifid by this cuſtom. And 

yet, was this fo far from being accounted any Sacra- 

ment of it ſelf,” or a Sacrament within thar of Baptiſm, 

that-the Church hath-thought- fit to lay 1mmerfon aſide, 

for 'the generality ; and the 2hreefold Immerſion much 

ſooner, -particularly- in Spazy, and that upon a reaſon 

that made the -/ingle © dipping as ſignificant as the 7rine 

had been when it was in uſe, vzz, to diſtinguiſh them- 

ſelves from the: Arriars, who had taken occaſion from 

this 4g + je dipping 'in-Baptifm, to aſſert the "three idi- 

No: ſubſtances; pretending a Teſtimony from - - 

TY Tgot7c 
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#holick Church by this uſage. Much ſucha reaſon ( by 
the way ) the Reform'd Churches in Poland govern'd 
themſelves by, when in a general Synod they decreed a- 
gainſt the Poſture of ſitting at the Lords Supper, be- 
cauſe that Cyſtom had been brought in firſt by the Arrians, 
who, as. they -zrreverently treat Chriſt, ſo alſo his ſacred 
appointments. Which leads to a view of the Church in all 
its later Reformations. 

2. Is it not very evident, that in none of our later 
Reformations, nay even . in thoſe of our Diſſenting Bre- 
-thren themſelves, but they do in their moſt Religious So- 
lemnities, ſome things that are very Symbolical ; 
Actions that have great ſignifications in them? | 
I. There giving to every Baptiz'd Infant a new Name. 
which both they and we do call the Chriſtian Name ; this 
ſeems to betoken our being made new Creatures, and entred 
into a new State or Condition of Life, which ſtill they 
ſeem to aim more expreſly at, in their general care to 
give the Child ſome Scripture Name, or fome name that 
ſthould ſignify, ſome excellent vertue or Grace, ſome Re- 
Iigious duty owing to God, or ſome memorable benefit 
receiv'd from him. Here we have an outward Yifible 
ſign, and this too ſometimes of an inward Spiritual Grace, 
and yet this no more accounted a mew Sacrament, Or a 
Sacrament Within that of Baptiſm, than we do our S/zx 
of the Croſs ; and indeed there ſeems juſt as much rea- 
ſon for the one as for the other, and no more. | 
2. Thoſe Arguments which ſome of our Diſſexting 
Brethren, have usd in Plea for the poſture of fitting at the 
Lords Supper, do ſhew, that beſides what they urge from 
| the poſture wherein our Saviour himſelt celebrated it , 
they apprehend ſome S7gnificancy in the geſture, that ren- 
ders it more accommodate to that ordinance than any o- 
ther ; for, ſome of them plead for the poſture of /izriag, 
'as being moſt properly a 7able-ge/tare and doth beſt of 
| = 'Þ 


Synod. Petri- 
cov. An. 1578. 
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all expreſs our fellowſhip with Chriſt, and the honour and 
privileds of Communion with him as Co-heirs. Now in this 
matter Jet us conſider ; our Lord hath no where expreſſly 
Commanded us to perform this Sacratnent in a fitting 
poſture ;- much leſs hath he told us that he ordain'd 7hzs 


- 


| —_ in token of our fe//owſhip with him ; 10 that, we 


ee this geſture of fitting ( by the Tenor of their Argu- 
ment ) made an outward Viſible fign of an inward and 
Spiritual Grace ; and this, not from any antecedent ex- 
preſs inſtitution of Chriſt ; which notwithſtanding, this 
poſture of ſitting is not accounted by thoſe that frame the 
Argument, any zew or additional Sacrament to that of 
the Lords Supper. | 

3. Laſtly, Thoſe of the Congregational way. have a 
formal-Covenant, which hey in{iſt upon, that whoever 
will be admitted into any of their Churches, muſt engage 
themſelves in; this is of that importance amongſt them, 
that they call it, the Conſtitutive Form of a Church, that 


- which makes any particular Perſon Member of a Church. 
Yea,and(as another _— it) that wherein the Union of 


ſuch a Church doth confiſt. We will ſuppoſe then, 2his Cc- 
wenant adminiſter'din ſome form or other, and the Per- 
ſon admitted by this Covenant into an Independant Church 
declaring - his conſent by. ſome AQion or other, ſuch as 
holding up his Hand, or the like. Let meask them, What 
muſt they of ehat Church think of this Rite, or Ceremo- 
ny of holding up the hand ? will they not look upon it 
as a token of his conſent to be a-Church-Member ? Here 
then .is an outward Yifible fign,, of What ? of no leſs 
( according to their: apprehenſion of things ) than a per- 
tet new State and Condition of Life ; that 1s, of being 
embody'd in Chriſt's Church, engag'd to all the Duzzes 
e 


_ and enſtated in all the "di. oli it. Will they 7 


that this way of admitſion, either the form' of word 
wherein their Covenant 1s adminiſtred, or the Ceremony 
| of 
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of holding ip the hand, by which this Covenant is taken 
and alata, to, was originally ordain'd by Chriſt ? or do 
they themſelves eſleem this of the nature of a: Sacra». 
ment ? or did the Presbyterian-Brethren, in all their Ar- 
guments againſt this way, charge them with introducing 
a new Sacrament ? So that, from all inſtances imaginable, 
both of the Jewiſh and Chriſtian Church, and that, both 
Primitive, and later Reformations ; even from the par- 
ticwar practices of our Diſſenting Brethren, 1t 1s . very 

Evident, how unreaſonable a thing| it is, that though we 
ſgn the baptiz'd perſon with the Sign of the Croſs in token, 
that hereafter. he . ſhall not be aſhamed to confeſs the Faith 
Chriſt of Crucif 4,&c. We ſhould be accus'd as introducing 
a new Sacrament, or adding the Sacrament of the Croſs to 
that of Baptiſm. 

But then, they tell us ſecondly, we ſeem to own it 
our ſelves, when in an entire Repreſentative of our Church 
( ſuch as we ſuppoſe a Comvocation to be) it is aQtually 
determin'd, that by the Sign of the Croſs, the Perfon 
Baptiz'd is dedicated to the ſervice of him that dy d apox 
the Croſs ; and what can be more immediate ( faith one of 
our Brethren ) than in the preſent dedicating att to uſe 
the en, and expreſs the dedicating Signification 2 It is 
confeit that the 30th. Caron doth fay the Croſs is an ho- 
nourable badg, whereby the Infant is dedicated, &tc. And 
the ſtreſs of the Objection 1n this part of it lieth in the 
word dedicated that is, becauſe the Sacrament of Bape 
tiſm 1s it ſelf a Seal of Admiſſion into Covenant, and De- 
dication to God, and the Chriſtian Rehgion ; therefore, 
| by ufing a Symbolical Ceremony of humane inſtitution, 
whereby we profeſs the Perſon Baptiz'd, dedicated to the 
ſervice of him that dy d upon the Croſs, we have; made a 
aew Sacramewut, and added' to that of Baptiſm, ito ded*- 
cate him in our own invented way #8 Chriſt hath in that 
which he hath in/t:zzared. Fe 
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\ 1. To this I anſwer, that ſurely the word dedicatiov, 
is of a much larger Signification, than that it ſhovuld be 
confin'd meerly to the Interpretation, that our Brethrex 
would put upon it. The meaning of dedication properly 
is, the appropriating of any thing or Perſon to any peculiar 

fact, as a Church, or Temple for the Worſhip of 
God : any Perſon to the profeſſion the true Religion, to 
the Miniſtry, or to any kind of attendance at the Holy 
Altars. This is the ſtricteſt ſenſe of - dedication ; but 
then, in a larger ſenſe we may ſuppoſe it apply'd to any 


Ari& or conſcientious diſcharge of all the Duties, and 


anſwering all the ends of the firſ# dedication. Thus, ſup- 
poſe a Man ordain'd to the Miniſtry, whereby he is pro- 
perly dedicated to the work and ſervice of the Goſpel ; 
he may by ſome ſolemn att of his own, dedicate himſelf 


' fo a zealous and faithful diſcharge of that Office ; and this, 


after ſome time that he may have' apprehended himſelf 
hitherto not ſo diligent in the truſt that had been com- 
mitted to him.. This cannot be ccall'd in any ſenſe a_new 
ordination ; but it may with reaſon and ſee enough be 
ſtiFd a dedicating of a Man's felt more particularly tothe 
ſervice of God, in the diſcharge of that Miniſtry he w 
ordain'd to. And therefore, | | 

2. Inthis ſenſe the Convocation ought in all juſtice to 


-be underſtood, when they, in explaining the intention 
of the Croſs, tell us, ir is an honourable badg whereby the 


Tarfant is dedicated to the ſervice of him that dy d upon the 


"Croſs, GC. | 
. And yet, T muſt needs fay, it ſeems hard meaſure upon 
the Church of England, that if thoſe in a Convocation 


ſhould not have apply'd the word dedication, to what 


' might be- moſt ſtrictly the ſenſe of it, that this ſhould 
- be ſo ſeverely expounded, ' that no other declarations of 
- their meaning and intention mult be accepted of, than 

what meerly the ſtritt and critical ſenſe of that word 


will 
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The Caſe of the Croſs in Baptiſm, &C. 
will bear. Surely there are many expreſſions in the 
Fathers, that may ſeem more diſtant from that ſenſe we 
are willing:to take them in; and we ſhould be very loth 
to yield them up as the Authors or Defenders of ſome 
dangerous Opinions in the Church of Rome, becauſe ſome 
phraſes of theirs in the rigour of them, may be preſt to 
a-kind of meaning that may ſeem to favour them. There: 
is'a neceſiary allowance to.be given to ſome ſchemes of 
Speech, and meaning . of words, or elſe we ſhould be i 
a perpetual wrangle and diſpute about them. 
 However,there doth not need even this ſort of Charity 
for this word dedicated,upon which ſuch weight of Argu- 
ment hath been lay'd. For, as in all Authors it hath been 
variouſly. uſed, ſo is it properly enough apply*'d in this 
Canon, tor the deſign for which it was uſed ; and the de- 
claration 1s plain and intelligible. enough to the candid 
and unprejudic'd mind. The word dedication ( as they 
uſe it) may properly enough ſignifie a Confirmation of our 
firſt dedication to:God in Baptiſm, and .a+ declaration of 


what the Church thinks of the Perſon Baptiz'd, what 
ſhe doth expe& from him, and what Obligations he lieth 


under by his Baptiſm. And as a medium of this declara- 
tion, the. ſign of the Croſs is made, being as expreſlive 
as ſo many words, what the Infant by his Baptiſm was 


.deſign'd to; the Apoſtle himſelf having comprehended 


the- whole of Chriſtianity under that term and denomina- 


tion of the Cro/s. Now.that our-Church did deſign this 
. declarative dedication (by+theuſe of this ſign ) and none 
; other, 1s-very evident, in that; though the word dedica- 
- ted is uſed 10 the explication of their ſenſe in that Canoz, 


yet, do they there refer tothe words uſed in the Book of 
Common Prayer. . By comparing, therefore the Canon and 
the Office for Baptiſm together (theCanon diretting to the 
Office, and the Rubrick belonging to the Offce directing. to 
the Canon :)) we may obſerve what ſtreſs is to be. laid up- 

ON 


35 


26 The Caſe of the Croſs in Baptiſm, &c. 
on theword Dedicated that is, how far they were front 
deſigning the fame fort of immediate dedication that is 
made by Baptiſm, and yet how by the Croſs, we may pro- 
perly enough be faid to be dedicated too. + 
As to the Sacrament of Baptiſm, we are all agreed 
that by zhat we are dedicated to the Service of Chriſt, 
and the Profeſſion of his Goſpel ; Now the Church of 
England, both in the Rubrick and Canon do aftirm and 
own, - that the Baptiſm is complete, and the Child . made 
a Member of Chriſt's Church, before the Sign of the 
Croſs is made uſe of ; or if upon occaſion it thould not 
be made uſe of.at all. Ir is expreſly faid, We receive this 
Child into the Congregation of Chriſt's Flock, and upon that, 
do ſign it with the Croſs. So that the Child is declar'd 
within the Congregation of Chrift's Flock, betore the Sign 
of the Croſs be apply'd to it. Beſide, that 2» the Office for 
private Baptiſm, where the Sign of the Croſs is to be o» 

- mitted, we are directed ot ts doubt, but that the Child ſo 
Baptiz'd is lawfully and ſufficiently Baptiz'd ; the Canom 
confirming it, that the Infant Baptiz'd is, by vertue of 
Baptiſm, before it be fign'd with the fign of the Croſs, re- 
cet d into the Congregation of Chriſt's Flack, as a perfect 
Member thereof, and not by any power aſcribed unto the ſign 
of: the -Crafs. - 

If therefore,we be dedicated in Baptiſm, and the Baptiſm 
acknowledg'd complete and perfe&t, before or without the 
uſe ofthis Sign, the Church cannot be ſuppos'd ordaining 
ſo needleſs a repetition as this would be,to dedicate in Bap- 
tiſm,& then to dedicate by the Croſs again, but that which, 
they expreſs by dedicated by the Croſs,muſt be ſomething ve- TE: 
ry diſtin from that dedication which.is in Baptiſm; that is, 
the one is a ſign of dedication, the other is the dedication 

-ar ſelf, as diſtin& the one from the other, as the Sign of 
Admiſſion is from Admiſſion it ſelf, and a ſignification of 
a.priviledg, is from an Inſlituted means of Grace. It 
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feems a thing decent and ſeaſonable enough, that when 
it hath pleas'd God to receive a perſon into his favour,and 

ven him the Seal of it, that the Church ſhould give him 
the right hand of {elomfhip, ſolemnly declaring and teſti= 
fying he is receiv'd into her Communion, by giving him 
the Badg of our Common Religion. So that, this is plain- 
ly no other than a Declaration the Church makes of what 
the Perſon Baptiz'd is admitted to, what engagement he 
lies under when capable of making a viſible Profeſſion. 
it expreſſeth what hath been done in Baptiſm, which is 
indeed not a /jgn of Dedication but Dedication it ſelf, (as 
I havealready faid )as alſo the Croſs is not dedication itſelf, 
but a {gx of it. Which Declaration is therefore made in the 
name of the Church in the plural number, We Receive this 
Child into the Congregation of Chriſts Flock, and do fign him 
with the ſign of the Croſs, &c. Whereas, in Baptiſm, the Mi- 
niſter, as the ors agent of Chriſt, by whom he is 


Authoriz'd and Commiſſionated,in the ſingular number(as - 


in his Name) pronounceth it, / Baptize thee in the Name of 


the Father; the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt. 
As'to what is urg'd above,that nothing can be more imme- 


diate, than in the preſent dedicating att,to uſe the ſign, and ex-- 


preſs the dedicating fignification ; they muſt know, it might 


have been more immediate, either to have plac'd this S1gn 
before Baptiſm, or to have appointed ſome ſuch form of - 
words,in applying it as the Church of Rome doth;or if it had - 
been pretended to be of divine Inſtitution; and neceſſary to - 


make the Sacrament of Baptiſm compleat and perfect. 


And thus, I preſume, I have run through the main de- - 
bate betwixt «s and our diſſenting brethren as to this Caſe: 
Wherein, T hope, T have neither miſreprefented their ob- - 
jeQions, nor let paſs any material firength in them, 'nor 
12 replying to them, uſed any'.one provoking or offen- - 

5 and the- 


five word. Wonkd they butiread and-weigh 1 
Other Diſcourſes of this kind, withthe ame per feats 175" 


temper, 
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The Caſe of the Croſs in Baptiſm, &c6: 
temper, and ſtudy of mutual agreement, wherewith ( [dare ſay) 
they have been written ; I cannot think there would abide upon. 
their Spirits ſo vehemment a'deſire-for the removal of theſe/things:; 
but-it might. rather ifſue.in a peaceable and happy cloſure-in the 
uſe of what hath been. made appear was 1{o- innocently raken 
up, and might with ſo munch advantage, under the* encou- 
ragement of ſerious and good Men , be fill retained.  -I do 
nor indeed think any of our 'Church fo fond of this Ceremony 
particularly, bur that, if the: laying aſide might turn to as great 
Edification in-the Church, as :the; ſexious uſe of it-might be-em- 
prov'd to, our Governours. would eaſily enongh condeſcend to 
ſich an overture. Inſtances of this have been given in our Age; 
and our. Presbyterian-Brethren in their Addreſs to the Biſheps do 

Except. 5 own, that divers Reverend Biſhops, and Dotters, in a Paper mm Print, 
Pap. of the Þefore theſe unhappy Wars began, yielded to the laying aſide of the 
Prextyt. p. 31: Croſs, and making many material alterations, 8c. They | have not 
_ thoſe apprehenſfions of theſe rhings, that. they are unalterable, and 

_ obligatory upon all Chriſtians, as ſuch; or thar the laying them 

aſide, for the bringing about ſome greater goed wonld be offenſive 
to God. I would ro God, our Brethren, at leaſt: wau)d bur * 

meet us. thus far, as to throw off thoſe Swuperſttious prejudices they 

may have” conceiv*d againſt them,” and think that as the laying 

them aſide would not be diſpleaſing to God, ſothe .'uſe of them 

cannot beſo neither, Forgive. the expreſſion of: Superſtitions pre= 

judices. For ] muſt ſuppoſe we put too ligh avalue-upo ndife 

ferent rites, when we think that either the. uſe or:rejechion of them 

will recommend. us .to God,:unels there 'be.other, accidents,of 

obedience or diſobedience to Authority, that will alter the. Caſe. 

Otherwiſe the Imaginatian'we may have of pleaſing ot diſpleaſing 

_ Godin any of theſe things, muſt look hke what the Greeks expreſs 

Atindeuwia Superſtition by, 1 "mean, -a-cau{eleſs dreai of God. -- It *is 'a pallage 

in Ca loin, | tharic: Is.equally"Superſtitious, .t0: icendemn.. hings indiffes 
In 2 Prcept. yp as.unholy, "and to 'chmmand them as if they. were boly. It is mfi- 
nitely a nobler. Conqueſt * over . our. ſelves, a.. proper regaining 
that Chriſtian liberty to which we are redeemed, and woyld be of | 
far happier .confequence to the Church of 'God,*to poſſeſs. our | 
elves with ſuch notions of God,” and of indifterent things, as te 
believe we cannot tecommiend our ſelves to him in'theleaft meas. 
ſure by-ſcrupling what-he hact'interpos'd'no.Command ty mnaks/ 
chem either Obligatory or Unlawful. 29100218430 
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